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"VISAS ARE FOUND MISLEADING’
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ByBERNARD GWERTZMAN
Spndal toThoNcw York Tlmel

ior South African military -officers ar-
‘rived in- Washmgton this week under
what one" Administration official called
‘‘misleading circumstances.’’ They were

preparing- to depart tonight after the

State Department raxsed qumtxons about 7
theirstatus.... ... -5 @ 2L Wi

The whole matter is being treated very
cautiously by the Reagan Administra-
tion. A State Department spokesman was
under instructions late this afternoon to
do no more than confirm that the officers
had been here and say that an investiga-

tion was under way to determine how |

they were able to enter the country.

. There has been a longstanding pohcy
against allowing high South African offi-
“cers to visit the United States on official
‘business. In the past, some have come as
guests of ‘Americans sympathetic to
South Africa, Administration oﬂicmls
sajd. SEE .\fh—l AR RRTIN

. wi Less Hostlle Relatlonship

A reason for’ the extreme sensitivity
seems to be that many of President Rea-
gan'’s supporters have advocated a less:
hostile relationship. with- South Africa.
Mr. Reagan himself has recently made
some  conciliatory-sounding statements |
about the South African Government.

The State Department would not make
public the names of the five officers, but
it was learned independently that one of
them, a Brig. Gen. van der Westhuizen, is
head ‘ot military. intelligence. Another:

.was identified: as - Admiral Du Plessis."
First names were not available on either..
The surnames are common in South AI-

The tollowing aocount has been con-,
firmed by the State Department; and in- -
dependently by other Administration offi--
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* The tive officers applied for diplomatic |
visas through the American Embassy in
Pretoria without identifying themselves !
as military men. The South African For-
} eign Ministry was said to have asked that |
they-be given visas to consult with the |
South African Embassy in Washington.
Onstheir applications they did not list
their ranks nor did their Government
passports indicate they were officers.

: Upon arrival in Washington, they were
said by Administration officials to have
met some members of Congress through
the auspices of individuals favoring an
improvement in-relations between the:
United States and South Africa.

_One Administration official said that

group that espouses conservative views,
played a role. It was not possible to reach
any officers of that group by telephone
this afternoon. ..

An appointment was made’ for the ﬁve
'military officers to meet with a senior
State Department official who was not
"identified, but shortly before they were to
‘arrive at the State Department yester-

“day, the African Bureau of the depart-
ment discovered who they were. When
they entered the lobby of the department

’ they were told that the appointment had

[ been canceled. , e ]

i Subsequently, the department leamed
‘ that one of the group paid what was de-
scribed as *‘a courtesy call” on an official
at the Defense Intelligence Agency at the
Pentagon and on a staff officer at the Na-
tional Security Council. -

When the State Department raised the

|can Embassy this moming and -asked
when they were leaving, it was told that
they were leaving tonight to return to
South Atrica. The embassy had no com-
ment. : '

_Some officials were upset at the devel- ]
'opments because the South Africans
[seemed to be trying to initiate contacts

‘ future policy toward South Africa is one
of the most sensitive questions facing the
Reagan Administration, given tradi-
tional American opposition to South Afri-
ca’sapartheid, or racial separation.
There was concern at the State Depart-
ment that the visit not be interpreted as
 having been initiated by Washington. Of-
+ficials insisted that it had not occurred
with the advance knowledge of the Ad-
ministration. : :

But the mp of the ﬁve military oﬂxcers
occurred at a time when some African
specialists have been led to believe that
the Reagan Administration intends to
take steps to improve ties with the South
: African Government. The Carter Admin-

istration had very chilly relations with
i South Africa and imposed a total ban on
all military sales to that country because

clals: o A N S

the American Security Council, a private §:

| matter of their status with the South Afri- |

‘ through military channels at a time when ]

of its apartheid policy of race separation.

The Carter Administration was also
very concerned about the possibility of
South Africa developing nuclear weap-
ons.

: Mr. Reagan, in an interview w:th Wal-
ter Cronkite broadcas: by CBS News on
March 3, said ga;d th;xe had been ‘“‘a fail-
ure” in the Unit: tates to ‘“‘recognize
how many people, black and white in
South Africa, are trying to remove apart-
. heid and the steps that they've taken and
the gains that they’ve made.” G

" i As long as there's a sincere'and hon-|°

wt effort bemg made, based on our own
expenence in our own land, it would seem

 to me that we shouldbetrymgtobehelp-
ful,” the President said. :

Mr. Reagan asked: ‘“‘Can we abandon a
oountrythathasstood besideus in every
~war we've ever fought, a country that
_strategically is' essential to the free
" world? It-bas production of mlnera.ls we
‘all must Have and so forth?” ..
7+, I just feel that, myself, that here, if
we regomgtositdownatatable and pe-
gotiate with the Russians, surely we can
keep the door open and continue to negoti-
ate with a friendly natlon like South Af-
rica,” he concluded.
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